The only difference is the minus sign in front of 6. The Reynolds stresses u d v d + in the left graph were plotted with the opposite sign to show clearly that their maximum amplitude occurs where the u + d,rms also peaks. Although the results and the conclusions in the text of Ricco & Hahn (2013) are unaltered, the sign error is also found in the analysis in Wise & Ricco (2014) . The effect of this error on the results and conclusions in Wise & Ricco (2014) is addressed below. Figure 11 (b) in Wise & Ricco (2014) shows that u d v d + is positive, which implies that it contributes favourably to the drag reduction R, as elucidated by the analysis based on the modified Fukagata-Iwamoto-Kasagi identity (see § 4.3 of Wise & Ricco (2014) ). However, figure 11(b) in Wise & Ricco (2014) should be corrected as in figure 1(b) below because the profiles should instead be multiplied by −6.
The isosurfaces of figure 11 (a) of Wise & Ricco (2014) are corrected in figure 1(a) below. Thanks to the modified FukagataIwamoto-Kasagi identity, it emerges that the structures contribute negatively to the total drag reduction. This is further shown in the diagram of figure 2, where figure 14 on p. 557 of Wise & Ricco (2014) has been corrected: the arrows of the interdisc structures now point upstream and upward as they contribute directly to strengthen the Reynolds stresses. Structures between discs:
Oscillating-wall mechanism, u oe (Ricco et al. 2012 
